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aOBEaT BENNETT LUBIC

FAX: 42021 686·8282

Ms. Donna R. Searcy
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Searcy:

.e: .. Docket .0. '2-308 ~
Slidell, Loui.lana ~

Transmitted herewith, on behalf of Caroline K. Powley d/b/a
Unicorn Slide are an original and six (6) copies of its Further
Supplement to the Joint Petition for Approval of Settlement
Agreement in the above-referenced docket.

Please contact the undersigned should questions arise
regarding this matter.

Very truly yours,

~.(~qman
counfl:.E~
CAltOLID 1[. POWLBY d/b/a

mrICORli SLIDE

IJP:bpt
Enclosures
26011.00\Se8rcy.219
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This will further supplement the accounting of expenses

incurred by Unicorn Slide with respect to the application (BPTC

900518KO) filed by that applicant in the Slidell, Louisiana

proceeding.

Legal expenses

Filing Fee

- $18,269.11

2,250.00

Facilitator Expense - 10,500.00
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I. Flon Baptist, make the following Itatl",ent under penalty of I»rjury.

I own Feder.1 Communication. Servlc•• (·FOS·). FCS operat•• a. I

telecommunIcation. consultant and broker, and .Iso serves from time to tim••••

s.ttlem.nt facilitator.

I, through FOS, have and am slrvlng I' a .,ttllment 'Ieflltator in a numb.r of

FCC comparative proceedings. For example, In the Manahawkin, New Jer••y FM

comparatlv, ca••, I we. retained for the purpose of settling that multi-party

proceeding. My fee for ••ttling that prOCeeding w•• $30,000.00. That amount w••

based on the number of parties involved, the,izi of the market and the fact that the fH

was contingent upon a final ••ttlement. What that means I. that If there I. no

lettl.mlnt, I receive no f... Unfortunat.ly, that cas. did not settle and, because my

fie wu contingent, I recelVld no moni. delpit. the substantial .mount of time I spent

attempting to negotiate a .,ttlement as well 8. the significant out-at-pocket

.xpendlture. incurred by my.elf.

Since the Manahawkin proceeding, I have been retained in a number of FCC

comparative Iic.nslng oases to facilitate 8attlement, Including the Slidell. louisiana

tel.vlslon applications. Initially. I was t'8talned by Trudy Mltch.1I for the PUrpotl of

faoll~atlng a settlement. My agre.ment with Ms. M~ch.U was reached approximately

18 months ago. Ms. MitChell agrMd to pay me $115,000 if I was able to bring he, an

acceptabl. settlement. However, despite a.rious negotiations with Unicorn Slide and

Ms. Mitchell and her counsel, no arrangemlnt could be ,.achad, ••ttl.ment

discussions eventually ce.led, and my agrHmtnt with Mr. Mitchell terminated.

Later, around e month. ago, I wa. retained by Caroline Powley and paid

$2.500.00. When negotiations broke down It was .ugg•••d that we have a new
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.ettlem.nt arrang.ment. Ms. Powley became disoouraged with spending money and

not receiving satilfactory results. Therefor. I agreed to aocept a contingent amount of

$16,000 plus expense,lf I W81 abl, to bring MI. Powley an acceptable s.ttlement.

My efforta culminated after raleaal of the h••ring dlslgnltion ordar In early

January with an agrMment acceptable to both appliCant,. During the parted betwHn

designation and the date that s.ttlement was re.cn.d. I spent slv.ral hour. by

tel.phone negotiating with Ms. Mitchell, oouns.1 for Ms. Mitch.1I as well as with

counsel for Ms. Powley. Fortunately, an agrHment wa. reachld a few daya prior to

the Notice of Appearance date and a settlement filed with the Commission. It I. my

estimation that s.ttlement mlY not have bien reaohed Ib•."t my participation.

Again. my 'M for working out a settl.ment wa. $18,000.00 pIus relmburHment

of up to $500.00 for out-o'-pock,t expenses. I have reviewed my 'lie. and oan stat,

that I have spent over 'SOQ.CO in out..of-pocket explnHI settling this Clle, chlefty

through long-distance te'ephone call. to the principals and couns.' plus pOltage.

I have no family or busln••s relationship with lithe, Ms. Mitch.1I or Inyone

a••lsting her IS consultant or legal coun.el. The rellOn that I charged $15.000.00 for

settling this cas. Ie because of the sub.tantial ri8k Involved, line. I am not paid unI_

an agr••ment is r.achld. If there had been no agrllm.nt In SlId.II, then, a. In the

Manahawkin case, notwithstanding the many hour. that I spent attempting to work out

settlement, Unicorn Slid. would hive owed FeB nothing. My $15,000.00 fM plus up

to $500.00 reimbursement for out-of-pocket expenses was agreed upon at the time I

was retained to work out a .ettlement. Howev.r, notwfthstandlng my fee arrangement

with Unicorn Slid•• in the event that the Commleaion hiS doubts regarding approvIng

the full reimbursement of my fee a. part of the settlement agreement, I am wilting to

modify my agr••ment and reduce my fee to Unicorn Slide to the lesser amount of

$7,!OO.OO. plus $800.00 reimbursement. notwithstanding the amount Of time and risk

whiCh were involved In this matter. In r.duoing my 'H. I by no means ooncede the
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'.gltlmacy of my fe. agreement but do so only to a••I.t Unloom Slid. in receiving FCC

approval of relmbur.ement of itl .~n"l.

The foregoing Itatemlnt is true and correct to the b.st of my knowledge and

belief.

Date: February 24, 1993
Ron Baptist

...-
• I ' ... ' ~ ~ •
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This will further clarify that Settlement Agreement between

Trudy Mitchell ("Mitchell") and Caroline K. Powley d/b/a Unicorn

Slide ("US") filed with the Commission on February 1, 1993. It is

the intent of the Parties that Mitchell reimburse US for its

legitimate and prudent expenses incurred in filing and prosecuting

its application and settling this comparative proceeding to a

maximum amount of $35,000.00. It is understood that the Presiding

Officer may, in approving the Settlement, approve a lesser amount

than $35,000.00. In such case where the Settlement Agreement has

been approved and Mitchell's application granted, but an amount

less than $35,000.00 has been approved, US will have the right, but

not the obligation to appeal that action. As noted earlier, it is

the intent of the Parties that US only receive that reimbursement

for its expenses which is legitimate and prudent with respect to

filing and prosecuting its application and settling this

proceeding, even if that amount is ultimately determined to be less

than $35,000.00.

February , 1993
Trudy Mitchell

February 2D, 1993

26011.00\FSupp.219

~K.~
Caroline K. poWieY~~b-/--a----

Unicorn Slide
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I, Barbara P. Taylor, a secretary in the law offices of

Baraff, Koerner, Olender & Hochberg, P.C., do hereby certify that

on this 26th day of February, 1993, copies of the foregoing

document were mailed postage prepaid via united states mail to the

following:

Honorable Richard L. Sippel*
Federal Communications Commission
2000 L street, N.W., Room 214
Washington, D.C. 20554

Paulette Laden, Esq.*
Federal Communications Commission
Hearing Branch, Mass Media Bureau
2025 M Street, N.W., Room 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Eugene T. Smith, Esq.
Law Offices
715 G Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Julian Freret, Esq.
Booth, Freret & Imlay
1233 20th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

~~o..£,~
Barbara P. Taylor

*via Hand Delivery
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